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idea of cold which represents it as a positive thing, and our author
here confuses idea with judgment.

For what is the idea of cold? It is cold itself in so far as it is
objectively in the understanding. But if cold is a privation, it
cannot exist objectively in the mind by the instrumentality of an
idea, the objective existence of which is a positive entity. Hence,
if cold is merely privation, there can be no positive idea of it, and
hence no idea materially false.

This is confirmed by the argument by which M. Descartes proves
that the idea of an infinite being cannot be otherwise than true ;
for, although it can be pretended that such a being does not
exist, it cannot be pretended that the idea of it displays nothing
real to me.

Obviously, the same may be affirmed of every positive idea. For,
although it can be imagined that the cold, which I believe to be
represented by a positive idea, is not positive, yet I cannot pretend
that a positive idea represents to me nothing real and positive ; since
a positive idea is not so styled by reason of tJie existence it has as a
mode of thinking (in that sense all ideas would be positive], but from
the objective existence which it contains and displays to our intellect.
Hence, though that idea is possibly not the idea of cold, it cannot be a
false idea.

But, you rejoin, its falsity consists in the very fact that it is not
the idea of cold. Nay, it is your judgment tJiat is false, if you deem
it to be the idea of cold; but it, itself, is in itself1 most true.
Similarly, the idea of God should not be called false, even materially,
though some one transfer it to something which is not God, as idolaters
have done.

Finally, what does that idea of cold, which you say is false
materially, represent to your mind? Privation? In that case it
is true. A positive entity ? Then it is not the idea of cold.
Further, what is the cause of that positive objective being, which
makes you conclude that that idea is materially false ? It is, you
reply, myself, in so far as I participate2 in non-existence. Therefore
the positive objective existence of a certain idea may proceed from
nothing, a conclusion which upsets the most important fundamental
principles of M. Descartes.

But let us proceed now to the second part of the argument where

1  In te A. et T. misprint for in se ?    Mais pour elle, il est cc ttain qu'elle est
tres vraye!   F. V.

2  F. V.    a nihilo sum, L. V.